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Purpose of Today’s
Meeting

* Overview of Active
Transportation Plan

 Review Networks and Policies
* Your Input
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Outline

* Project Overview

 Active Transportation Network Development
* Prioritization and Costs

* Policy Recommendations

* Next Steps

* Your Input
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What is Active Transportation?

People who walk (including persons with Plans Network
disabilities), use transit, and bicycle
creating a citywide seamless network of , A\
on- and off-street bicycle and pedestrian / e \ ;
ways suitable for people of all ages and A RN AL KER,
abilities [ bicycle pedestrian
! y \ < : / Active :"reatasoprartation
Coordinated implementation strategy for . ,*"%-;c-iess m"._" -
planning and prioritizing improvements for \ | | transit 4

people who walk and bike.

» Update: Walk Fort Worth plan
» Update: Bike Fort Worth plan
 New: Trail Master Plan Each plan prioritizes Together the plans create an active
e Coordination: Transit Master Plan connections to transit transportation network




Public Engagement and
Existing Conditions
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FORT WORTH.

Existing Conditions [

o Commuter rates

« 1.2% walk, 1.4% use transit and .01% 341 4!374 89 30 99

BIKE LANE|

. Fort Worth Total Linear Paved Natural Linear Miles of
commute by bike Square Miles Road Miles Trail Miles Trail Miles On-Street Bicycle
Lanes
. (And 302 Extra- (And 812 Extra-
d P e d eStrl an C raS h eS Territorial Jurisdiction  Territorial Jurisdiction
Square Miles) Linear Road Miles)

» Deaths increased from 19 in 2012 to
33 fatalities in 2017

» Since 2010, pedestrians accounted for é‘ gll ‘5 2 ﬁz ‘.,
15.5% of all road deaths ﬂ_ .

« Bicycle crashes 2,499 1,970 93.9% 6%

: Sidewalk Miles Bus Stops Rail Stations Percent of Percent of
* TOp crash causes were driver (estimated) (including majority-minority  majority-minority
I i i i TEXRail communities with  communities with
Inattenthn, failure to yleld ) % mile access to % mile access to
existing bike lanes  existing bike share
or trails
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Round 1
Public Outreach

Spring 2018

4 Public Meetings

5 Public Presentations

6 Public Events

1700+ online map comments
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Round 2
Public Outreach

Fall 2018

1 Public Meeting

7 Open Houses

4 Neighborhood Events
150+ online map comments
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Round 3 (Final)
Public Outreach

January 2019

Review draft policies and results of
prioritization

January 24, 6 p.m. January 29, 6:45 p.m.

Central Library Martin Luther King Jr. Com. Citr.
500 West 3rd 5565 Truman Drive

January 28, 6 p.m. January 31, 6 p.m.

NW Regional Library SW Regional Library
6228 Crystal Lake Drive 4001 Library Lane

HIGH-PRIORITY
SIDEWALK GAPS:
TOP 300

High-Prierity Sidewalk Gap
[ city of Fort Worth
Extraterritorial Jurisdiction

[] other Municipality
Water




Active
Transportation
Network
Approach
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Network Development

Network Concepts Network Structure Level of Comfort

What are we trying to e What is the hierarchy e How comfortable is the

achieve with the structure we want to current network and how
network? use? do we plan for maximum

comfort in the network?

Active Transportation Network

Safe | Comfortable | Accessible | Equitable | Connected
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Network Concepts

Complete
_o/ Networks

Reduce
Barriers

72r Needs Differ
~~ Across the City

Daily
Destinations

@ First- and Last-Mile
Connections to

Transit

Safety and
Comfort
@ Accessibility

=N
(862 Equity

¥ Connecting Short
49 ) i
Trip Areas

Short Trip
Areas

13
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Network Designing for Comfort

Sidewalk, trail, and bike design
should meet the needs of all
users, of all ages and abillities:

« Appropriately wide sidewalks with
buffers from traffic

« ADA accessible curb ramps and
signals

» Sidepaths along busy roadways
« Buffered and separated bike lanes
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Level of V
Comfort
Analysis Wit
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FORT WORTH.

Networ M, %
Structures S

) ~< f Downtown Inset

[190 Pl : ; 3\ T, , 71

f rewas |

B
| PEDESTRIAN - |
\~ PRIORITY AREAS 67} - T | q
i B Rapid Transit Corridor : = 1 BICYCLE NETWORK
Frequent Transit Corridor ! - CLASSIFICATION
N B Trail Corridor i ' —— Spine
Sidepath Corridor f R —z il
A Short-Trip High Demand Area : - —— Neighberhood Network/Local

N [ city of Fort Worth \ [ city of Fort Worth

Extraterritorial Jurisdiction

Nokes: . i g d it Extraterritorial Jurisdiction
1. Rapid transit corridors Include rapid transat and sireetcar services prov
by Fort Worth Transpertation Authoriy ” l:l Other Municipality I:] Other Municipality
2. Frequent transit comdors Inchude freguent peak and frequent all day - \
Wl ) Water Viater

services provided by Fort Worth Transoortation Authority
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LT

Draft Bicycle
Network

Credit: TRWD
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BICYCLE NETWORK

=== Existing/Funded Bicycle Facility
=== Existing/Funded Sidepath
e Existing/Funded Trail
- Proposed Bicycle Facility
s Proposed Sidepath
e Proposed Trail
D City of Fort Worth
Extraterritorial Jurisdiction
[ other Municipality
Water
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Draft Pedestrian

Network

Credit: TRWD
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Draft
Prioritization and Costs
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Project Prioritization Criteria

. Weight
Prioritization Factor _ _ .
Sidewalks Bikeways Trails

Equity 40% 30% 30%

Veloweb/Spine 30%

Connectivity 25% 30%

Demand 30% 20%
CRASHES INVOLVING

1 PEDESTRIANS OR

Crash History 20% 10% ectonld e B0
AREAS

Comfort 5% 10% Ko N

Stakeholder Input 5% 5% 10% sy A
] oty ot Fort warmh

Ueling 10% bonus B s s

Feasibility 10% bonus r
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DRAFT
Sidewalk Gap Costs

Planning Level Construction Costs

All Priority (Top 300)

Sidewalk Location : - : o

Mileage Cost Opinion Mileage Cost Opinion
Citywide 3,740 $1,110,800,000 150 $44,600,000
Super Majority- 1,431 $425,100,000 138 $41,000,000
Minority Area ' T T
Near Transit 1,319 $391,800,000 107 $31,800,000
Z‘r;'lgh Disability 1,127 $334,800,000 109 $32,400,000
Near Schools 939 $278,900,000 51 $15,200,000
Near Higher
Education 160 $47,600,000 14 $4,200,000

| -
Downtown Inset

HIGH-PRIORITY
SIDEWALK GAPS:
TOP 300

High-Priority Sidewalk Gap
[ city of Fort Worth

Extraterritorial Jurisdiction
[] other Municipality

Water 22



FORT WORTH.

DRAFT
Bicycle Network Costs

Bicycle Facility Type Mileage Cost Opinion
Sidepaths along new roadways* 651 S 392,500,000
Sidepaths along existing roadways 160 S 96,600,000
Total ped/bike sidepaths 811 S 489,100,000
Total ped/bike trails 240 $ 744,100,000
On-Street Separated Bike Lanes 292 $41,900,000
On-Street Buffered Bike Lanes 40 $2,100,000
On-Street Bike Lanes 4 $200,000
On-Street Bike Routes 147 $300,000
Total 483 $44,500,000

*as new thoroughfares are funded, project costs for sidepaths will be included
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BICYCLE NETWORK

=== Existing/Funded Bicycle Facility
=== Existing/Funded Sidepath
=== Eyisting/Funded Trail
- Proposed Bicycle Facility
s Proposed Sidepath
e Proposed Trail
[ city of Fort Worth
Extraterritorial Jurisdiction
[ other Municipality
Water
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Priority Bicycle Projects

m / H i o
L 0

N Downtown Inset
Note

Bicycle project labels display progect priofftization ranking

HIGH-PRIORITY BICYCLE
PROJECTS: TOP 150

we High-Priority Bicycle Facility/Sidepath Project
- Existing/Funded Bicycle Facility/Sidepath

[ city of Fort Warth
Extraterritorial Jurisdiction

[] other Municipality
Water
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Priority Trall Projects

U - ; |
P~

SIDEPATH AND
TRAIL NETWORK

— ik

Rote

Trail project labels display project pricntization ranking l—,_
—’L-S\—t__ 5

HIGH-PRIORITY
A TRAIL PROJECTS:
TOP 20

i N — High-Priority Trall Project
| 16 —— Existing/Funded Trail
Ry [ city of Fort Warth

Ny Extraterritorial Jurisdiction

™~
[] other Municipality

18 Water



Draft
Recommended
Policies
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FORT WORTH.

Policy Overview

The Fort Worth Active Transportation Plan aims
to create a regionally coordinated and locally
connected bicycle and pedestrian system that
provides a safe, comfortable, accessible, and
equitable network of trails, sidewalks, and on-

street bicycle facilities for people of all ages and
abilities that encourages a healthy lifestyle,
economic development, and increases

community awareness and funding for

alternative modes of transportation.

||
> —

3. SAFE &
1. COORDINATED 2. CONNECTED
COMFORTABLE

Frequent coordination between By connecting origins to

regional entities is important to foster  destinations and building a network

continuity and cohesiveness in active  that is complete and continuous,

transportation efforts. more people will be attracted to
active transportation modes.

\ﬂ;\ A1l

4. ACCESSIBLE
The design of the network should be  Adopting an Equity in Transportation
accessible to users of all ages and policy is necessary to facilitate the

abilities. For users with limited ongoing identification and

mobility, it is important that there are  eradication of racial and cultural

no gaps in the accessible network. disparities in transportation
affordability, access, and safety.

»

8. FUNDING

°2
-

7. COMMUNITY
AWARENESS &
CULTURE

Community awareness of the active Ideas cannot become a reality
transportation network and programs  without the funding needed to make
is essential to increasing the number ~ them happen. This plan supports

of users across the city. efforts to obtain funding for the
implementation of active
transportation projects and

programs.

When transportation and economic

A network must be safe and
comfortable for it to be usable by
pedestrians and bicyclists of all skill
levels and abilities.

5. EQUITABLE 6. HEALTHY

Active transportation is a major part
of maintaining a healthy lifestyle. By
implementing programs to support
the active transportation network,
residents will have more incentive to
make healthy choices.

o

9. ECONOMIC VITALITY

development work well together, the
result is stronger development and
efficient infrastructure for all
residents.

27
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Draft Selected Policies

« Update and implement the Americans with Disabilities Act Transition Plan
* Institute routine reviews for pedestrian and bicycle crashes
« Expand bicycle and pedestrian count programs

 Establish a policy for dedication and/or construction of trail easements in
neighborhoods and along trail corridors

« Continue to educate the public on safe bicycling behavior and safe interaction on
the roads between cyclists and vehicles

« Work with developers of new economic development to provide multimodal
access to transportation for future residents/visitors

28
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Draft Performance Measures

Continual reduction in crashes involving
bicyclists and pedestrians

Percent of curb ramps that are ADA
accessible

Percent reduction of sidewalks in Super
MMASs that are missing or in poor condition

Percent of residents with obesity related

illnesses (data available every 5 years)

Amount of City general funding dedicated to
ATP related projects
Maintenance Specific:

On-Street Expansion:
Capital Investment:

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD

TBD
TBD
TBD

CRIS Crash Data
(TxDOT)

TPW Asset Management
Database

TPW Asset Management
Database

Behavioral Risk Factor
Surveillance System (BRFSS)

City of Fort Worth

29



Next Steps
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Remaining Tasks

 Finalize priority lists and estimated costs
 Publish final draft plan to website

31



FORT WORTH.

Remaining Schedule

« January Public Meetings

* February-March briefings
* Infrastructure and Transportation Committee
« Park and Recreation Advisory Board
« City Plan Commission
« Mayor’'s Commission on Persons with Disabilities
« Pedestrian and Bicycle Advisory Commission
« Other stakeholder groups

* April 2018- Council hearing

32
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Staff Contacts

Julia Ryan, AICP Jeremy Williams

Senior Planner, Senior Planner,
Transportation Planning Comprehensive Planning
817-392-2596 817-392-2536

Julia.ryan@fortworthtexas.qgov jeremy.williams@fortworthtexas.gov

33
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FORT WORTH.

Today’s Activities

« Speak with the project team
* Review policy recommendations
* Review active transportation networks and projects

* Tell us what you think:
« Comment on Policies
« Comment on Network

34



Comments/Questions
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FORT WORTH.

What is Active Transportation?

People who walk (including persons with Plans Network
disabilities), use transit, and bicycle
creating a citywide seamless network of , A\
on- and off-street bicycle and pedestrian / e \ ;
ways suitable for people of all ages and A RN AL KER,
abilities [ bicycle pedestrian
! y \ < : / Active :"reatasoprartation
Coordinated implementation strategy for . ,*"%-;c-iess m"._" -
planning and prioritizing improvements for \ | | transit 4

people who walk and bike.

» Update: Walk Fort Worth plan
» Update: Bike Fort Worth plan
 New: Trail Master Plan Each plan prioritizes Together the plans create an active
e Coordination: Transit Master Plan connections to transit transportation network
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